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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1. Applicant's amendments to claims 1 - 45 are acknowledged. Claims 1 - 45 are currently 
pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1 - 44 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Witek et al 
(U.S. 6,253,188) in view of David V. James (U.S. 6,133,938) further in view of Chipman et al 
(U.S. 6,292,894 Bl). 

♦ As per claim 1, 12, 23, 35, 

Witek teaches a method of accessing information in a searchable database comprising: 

- "The searchable database is formatted in a directory tree structure" See Fig. 4, col. 11, 
lines 20 - 25, col. 18, lines 1 - 32. 

- "The directory tree structure includes nodes . . . branches" See fig. 4. Each category 
corresponds to a node. All nodes are linked together. 

" Wherein each specific node provides a corresponding set of parameters by which each 
related item of data corresponding to the specific node is defined by setting each 
parameter with a corresponding value associated with the data item, thereby forming a set 
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parameter" see Fig. 3 - 4, col. 15, lines 25 - 26, col. 51, lines 1-11. There are pluralities 
of nodes in Fig. 4. Node 60, for example, includes a corresponding parameter. 

- " Accessing a particular node within the directory tree structure" See Fig. 8 - 10. A user 
can specify the resource by selecting a category and set up one or more set parameters as 
shown in Fig. 10. 

" Setting one or more search parameters corresponding to the set of parameters of the 
particular node" See Fig. 10, col. 30, lines 47 - 49. 

- " Performing a parametric search using the one or more set search parameters . . . 
generating one or more matching discrete data items" See Fig. 10, elements 154, 158, 
160, 142, col. 30, lines 10 - 29. "One or more matching items" corresponds to the results 
that sent to user (Fig. 7, element 126 - 128). 

Witek, however, does not teach that the parametric search can be applied from the beginning 
node (root node). However, searching throughout a hierarchical tree using parametric is a well- 
known method. James, for example, discloses a method for searching a hierarchical database 
using the parametric search (col. 11, lines 34 - 40, James). In addition, Chipman also discloses a 
method for searching a hierarchical database (col. 6, lines 56 - 57, Chipman) using the 
parametric search (col. 7, lines 57 - col. 8, lines 20, Chipman). 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to apply the teaching of James or Chipman into the invention of Witek because the 
combination would provide more accurate result from complex search strategy. 
♦ As per claims 2, 13, 24, 36, the combination of Witek and James/Chipman disclose: 
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- " The parameters are customizable and specific to the particular node" See Fig. 10, 
elements 154, 158, 160, 142, col. 30, lines 10 - 29 of Witek. 

♦ As per claim 3, 14, 25, 37, the combination of Witek and James/Chipman disclose: 

- "Utilizing a selective one or more. . . . dichotomous key search" " A dichotomous key 
search" See Fig. 3, element 70, col. 16, lines 27 - 50, Fig. 10, element 144 - 146 of 
Witek. As defined in the Specification a "dichotomous key search" is used to instruct 
users given in an answer or question dialog, often yes or no answer (Specification, page 
18, lines 6 - 8). In fig. 10, Witek also gives the users the options of answer questions by 
checking the boxes. Therefore, this search option is corresponding to the "dichotomous 
key search". 

♦ As per claim 4, 15, 26, 38, the combination of Witek and James/Chipman disclose: 

- "The search criteria is one or more keywords input by a user" See Fig. 10, element 148, 
col 29, lines 28 - 34 of Witek. 

♦ As per claim 5, 16, 27, 39, the combination of Witek and James/Chipman disclose: 

- "The utilized search methodology is the hierarchical search, the search criteria is selected 
one of a list of one or more directory items" A "hierarchical search" corresponds to 
"category search" because the categories include subcategories that organized in a 
hierarchical order. See Fig. 4, 6 - 7, col. 31, lines 4-11 of Witek. 

♦ As per claim 6, 17, 28, 40, the combination of Witek and James/Chipman disclose: 

- "The utilized search methodology is the dichotomous key search, the search criteria is a 
selected one of two binary items" See Fig. 3, element 70, col. 16, lines 27 - 50, Fig. 10, 
element 144 - 146. As defined in the Specification a "dichotomous key search" is used to 
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instruct users given in an answer or question dialog, often yes or no answer 
(Specification, page 18, lines 6 - 8). In fig. 10, Witek also gives the users the options of 
answer questions by checking the boxes. Therefore, this search option is corresponding to 
the "dichotomous key search". 

♦ As per claim 7, 18, 29, 41, the combination of Witek and James/Chipman disclose: 

- "The searchable database is distributed into more than one physical location" See Fig. 1, 
element 20, col. 9, lines 53 - col. 10, lines 5, col. 25, lines 37 - 44 of Witek. 

♦ As per claim 8 - 9, 19 - 20, 30 - 32, 42, the combination of Witek and James/Chipman 
disclose: 

- " Performing a parametric search are performed by a server" See Fig. 1, 5 A, col. 25, lines 
13 -33 of Witek. 

- " Establishing an Internet connection with the server to utilize the search methodologies" 
See Fig. 5a, element 14, 24, col. 21, lines 15 - 20 of Witek. 

♦ As per claim 10 - 1 1, 21 - 22, 33 - 34, 43 - 44, the combination of Witek and James/Chipman 
disclose: 

- "Maintaining the node by appropriately adding and deleting data to and from the node" 
See col. 50, lines 4-15 of Witek. 

- " The node owner maintains ownership of the corresponding node" See Fig. 14, col. 50, 
lines 4-15 of Witek. " A node owner" corresponds to the system administrator. 

4. Claim 45 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Witek et al (U.S. 
6,253,188) in view of Botto et al (U.S. 5,604,772). 
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With the rejection as in claim 1 further claim 44 includes "a search module includes a 
keyword search, a hierarchical search, a dichotomous key search, and a parametric search". 
The Examiner takes Official Notice that it is well known for one skill in the art to implement a 
search module that includes the availability of each search methodologies into the search system. 
A search module must be implemented in Witek invention in order for the system to carry out 
the processing. 

The Witek reference fails to disclose the dichotomous key search. However, this method 
search is a well known in the art. Botto provides an example of it. 

Botto teaches that a dichotomous key search is used to search for data in the database 
112, wherein the database is a hierarchical database (See Fig. 5, col. 5, lines 26 - 29). 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to apply the teaching of Botto into the invention of Witek because the combination 
would reduce the memory access when using binary search, and providing user more search 
methodologies. 

Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-44 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to CamLinh Nguyen whose telephone number is (571) 272 - 4024. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Safet Metjahic can be reached on (571) 272 - 4023. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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